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Notice of reasons for refusal 
Reference No • 2004-500277 
Sending No. 615552 
Sending date December 4, 2007 

Reason 

1. The invention according to the claims indicated below 
of the present application is identical to an invention 
disclosed in the specification or drawings originally 
attached to the written application of other patent 
application indicated below which has been filed prior to 
the date of filing of the present application and published 
after the filing of the present patent application in the 
patent bulletin. Moreover, the inventor of the present 
invention is not identical to the inventor who made the 
invention above according to the other invention before 
filing the present application. And also, at the time of 
the filing of the present patent application, the applicant 
of the present patent application is not identical to the 
application of the other application. Therefore, the 
invention should not be granted a patent right under Patent 
Law Section 2 9 (2) 

2. The present application fails to comply with the 
requirements regulated under Patent Law Section 36 (6) (ii) 
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because of the following deficiencies in the scope of 
claims . 

Note 

Reason 1 
•Claims 1-12 

•Patent Application (A). Japanese Unexamined Patent 
Application Piiblication No, 2001-317787 (Japanese Patent 
Application Laid-open No. 2003-122303) 

(Remarks) 

In the above-mentioned application (A) , there is 
described an invention relating to an EL display device 
constituted by controlling a time period for applying 
electric current to an EL element in consideration of an 
average luminance and a luminance distribution. It is an 
obvious technology that image data is collected when an 
average luminance and a luminance distribution are 
calculated. Therefore, the invention according to the 
above claims and the invention described in the above 
patent application (A) are recognized as substantially 
identical. Accordingly, the present invention according 
to the above claims does not have patentability for the 
reason 1 above. 

Reason 2 
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Regarding Claim 3 

(1) Use of the English expression, **duty (ratio)," 
makes the technical range of the invention unclear • 

Regarding Claim 5 

(2) Only description with '*when...changed , ..Jias time delay" 
is iinclear as to what is in time delay amd for what the 
delay is. 

Reason for Making this Notification as a Final Notification 

of Reasons for Refusal 
This is the Notification of Reasons for Refusal in 
order to notify only the reasons for refusal necessitated 
by the Amendments at the time of filing the Response to 
the first Notification of Reasons for Refusal. 
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